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Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
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Dear Mr. Martin
OPPOSITION TO RELAXING BROADCAST OWNERSHIP RULES

Current broadcast ownership rules protect an element of American society that
15 so essential to our freedom: the communication of diverse ideas. Please do
noi retax the existing rules. Currently, the broadcast media already has too
much strength in controlling information. Over the years, they have shown
their proclivity for keeping opposing viewpoints off the air. 1 attach an opinion
piece from the October 5, 1989, Wall Street Journal that reflects that intentional
control even ycars ago.

Any further relaxation would add monopolistic strength to that idea control.
You have the ability to prevent it. | ask you to please do so.

Sincergly,
._/J Lt O IR "_§'-u‘—r/L..}k f”‘-

Francis M. Bushnell, Jr.
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sence of a real money merely caused a
gradual decline in efficlency of your econ-
omy relative to the Western market econo-
mies. Now that you have decided to move
toward growth and competitiveness with
the West, opening up market opportunitles

In advising the U.S.8.R.7

For one thing, 1 believe gold and other
commodity-price signals have become
much more important to U.S. policy mak-
Ing in recent years, as we have experi-
enced Inflation pains under a floating ex-
change-rate system. Gold, after all, re-
mains the most monetary of all commodi-

expect the Soviet Union couid step to the
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By DavID BRoOKS

At a recent environmental conference,
Charles Alexander declared, *'As the sd-
ence editor at Tlme I would freely admit
that on this lssue we have crossed the
boundary from news reporting to advo-
cacy.” After a round of applause from the
gathered journalists and scientists, NEC

Tfiade that decislon now, where you'd have
it adwecagy”™ T T

At that polnt Washington Post editor
Benjamin Bradlee chimed in, saylng “I
don't think there's any danger in doing
what you suggest. There's a minor danger
in saying it because as soon as you say,
‘To hell with the news, I'm no longer Inter
ested in news, I'm Interested in causes,’
you've got a whole kooky constituency to
respond to, which you can waste a lot of
time on.™

Mr. Bradlee Is right. Probably a lot of
"'kooks™ believe In objective journalism.
But why shouldn't reporters lose their self-
discipiine when discussing the environ-
ment? Practically everybody else has.

Somehow the Idea has gotten around
that the environment Isn't a normal pollit:
cal issue, but a quast-religious crusade. As
a result, public discussion of the environ-
ment has been about as rigorous as one ex-
pects from a jihad.

The shortcomings of advocacy wen
very much In evidence at the recent envi-
ronmental conference, sponsored by the
Smithsonlan Institution. Held in the orig-
nal museum buildings that celebrate tha
achievements of the Industrial Revolution,
the meeting addressed the tople, "The
Global Environment: Are We Overreacl-
ing?" Every other time I have been to 2

cones%ndq_gt Andrea Mitchell told the ai-
ence thal "clearly the Telworts have -

conference organized around a question,
there have been speakers on both sides.
But not this time. Through the entire con-
ference, not a single disagreement de-
flacted the steady breeze of alarmism.

Perpetual apocalyptics such as Lester
Brown and Paul Ehrlich rattled off their
anthems of doom  (Just as Rolling Stones
rock through the tunes they originated 20
years ago). Speakers and panels moved
briskly on and off the podium: an acid rain
crisis, a toxics crisls, a famine crisis, a
population crisis. The result was a smor-
gasbord of apocalypse.

On the subject of giobal warming, a
frisky environmental pollcy analyst named
Stephen H. Schaeider presented the gloom
and doom side of the global-warming de-
bate. A number of scientists are more
skeptical about global warming, such as
Hugh W. Ellsaesser of the Livermore Na-
tional Laboratory, Reld Bryson of the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin, Richard Lindzen of
MIT, V. Ramathan of the University of
Chicago and Andrew Solow of the Woods
Hole Institute of Oceancgraphy. But they
were not to be heard from.

The same sort of stage-managing pre-
valied among journalist speakers. Barbara
Pyle, who |s the head of Turner Broadcast-
Ing's International Documentary Unit, and
who lists herself in her ble as an *‘interna-
tionally recognized environmental activ-
ist.'"" appeared on a panel. Many reporters
do not see the rules of objective journalism
as obstacles to soclal progress. But they
were fiot to be heard from.

The conference was co-chalred by the
CEOQs of ABC, NBC, CBS, Turner Broad-
casting, Time Warner and the Los Angeles
Times, the director of the New York Tirnes
and senlor officers of other media institu-

Journalists and Others for Saving the Planet

tions (Dow Jones wasn't involved ). Appar-
ently nohe of these journalistic companles
Insisted upon dlversity of opinion.

Several of the alarmist presentations
were persuasive. For example, Susan Solo-
mon of the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration spoke intelligently
on ozone depletion. Edward Q. Wllson was
compelling on "Biological Diversity: The
Extinction Crisis.” But enlightenment was
beside the point. The sclentists were lim-
ited to 10 minutes, ennugh time to recite a
few famillar facts and sum up with a gran-
diloquent plea for actlon (if you can't stand
purple prose, don't go to an environmental
conference).

Thomas Lovejoy, a tropical biologist
who organized this conference, delivered a
summary in which he eloquently encour-
aged the Idea that we are in a planetary
crisis. “'The planet Is about to break out
with fever, and indeed it may have al-
ready,’ he sald, ‘‘and we are the disease.”
Mr. Lovejoy's views are so chic he Is
puffed in the current Issue of GQ.

What to do? George Woodwell, director
of Woods Hole Research Center, argued
that the world must phase out the use of
fossi] fuels. Ruth Patrick of the Academy
of Natural Sciepces sald that mankind
must do nothing less than “‘rethink our
way of life.,"” Mr. Lovejoy suggested that
“we should be at war with ourselves and
with our life styles.”” The anti-growth con-
tingent also made lts presence felt, Mr.
Ehrlich declared, "We've already had too
much economic growth in the United
States. . . . Economlc growth in rich coun-
tries like ours is the disease, not the
cure.”

These sorts of prescriptions made me
think I should have done something violent
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1o the limos that were idling outside the
conference dinner Friday night. Other than
that, the conference offered no construc-
tive prescriptions. Not toe many politicians
are going to go before their constituents
and renounce economic growth. —

A number of the people in attendance
have in the past advocated politically real-
istic environmental proposals. But none of
them rose to challenge the radicals, not
even Sens. Timothy Wirth (D., Colo.) and
John Heinz (R., Pa.), who sat as guardian
lions at elther end of the panels.

Here and elsewhere in the environmen-
tal debate, a form of Gresham's Law pre-
valls.- Apocalyptic predictions crowd out
skeptical appraisals. Rabble-rousing efo-
quence crowds out measured discussion.
Politically absurd cries for a Reformation
of Human Society intermingle with politi-
cally realistic ideas.

The reporters who become advocates
seem {0 think they are doing the environ-
ment a favor, but 1t is hard to see how. Be-
cause there has been so little critical scru-
tiny, the politically mainstream environ-
mentalists don't feel compelled to separate
themselves from the Greens who think hu-
man progress should have stopped in the
18th century,

Nobody seems to feel compelled to set
some priorities, and declare that X envi-
ronmental problem needs to be addressed
before Y. Much of the political right feels
spocked about environmental issues be-
cause it percetfves all environmentallsm to
be cortupted by socialist command and
controllers.

Just when it seems someone is about to
get somewhere with Intelligent environ:
mentalism, 10 other people mount podiums
and declare humnanity a disease on the
face of the earth.

Mr. Brooks is a Journal editorial

writer.
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Journalists and Others for Saving the Planet

By Davip BRoOKs

At a recent environmental conference,
Charies Alexander declared, ““As the sci:
ence editor at Time [ would freely admit
that on thls issue we have crossed the
boundary from news reporting to adve-
cacy.” After a round of applause from the
gathered journalists and scientists, NRBC
correspondent Andrea Mitchell told the ap-
diénce %ﬁaf“"‘clear]i fhe networks have
made that decision now, where you'd have
tq call It advocacy.™

At that point Washington Post editor
Benjamin Bradlee chimed in, saying "'
don't think there's any danger in dolng
what you suggest, There's a minor danger
in saying it because as soon as you say,
*To heil with the news. I'm no longer inter-
ested in news, I'm interested in causes,'
you've got a whole kooky constituency to
respond to, which you can waste a lot of
time on.”

Mr, Bradlee {s right. Probably a lot of
"'kooks” believe In objective journalism.
But why shouldn't reporters lose thelr self-
discipline when discussing the environ-
ment? Practically everybody else has.

Somehow the ldea has gotten around
that the environment isn't a normal politi-
cal lssue, but a quasl-religious crusade. As
a result, public discussion of the environ-
ment has been about as rigorous as one ex-
pects frem a jihad.

The shortcomings of advocacy were
very much in evidence at the recent envl-
ronmental conference, sponsored by the
Smithsonian Institution. Held in the origi-
nal museumn buildings that celebrate the
achievernents of the Industrial Revolution.
the meeting addressed the topic, “The
Global Environment: Are We Overreact-
ing?"" Every other time I have been to a

conference organlzed around a question,
there have been speakers on both sides.
But not this time. Through the entire con-
ference, not a single disagreement de-
flected the steady breeze of alarmism.

Perpetual apocalyptics such as Lester
Brown and Paul Ehrlich rattled off their
anthems of doom (just as Rolling Stones
rock through the tunes they originated 20
years ago). Speakers and panels moved
briskly on and off the podlum: an acid rain
crisis, a toxics crisis, a famine crisis, a
population crists. The result was a smor-
gasbord of apocalypse.

Cn the subject of global warming, a
frisky environmental policy analyst named
Stephen H. Schnelder presented the gloom
and doom side of the global-warming de-
bate. A number of scientists are more
skeptical about global warming, such as
Hugh W. Ellsaesser of the Livermore Na-
tional Laboratory, Reld Bryson of the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin, Richard Lindzen of
MIT, V. Ramathan of the University of
Chicago and Andrew Solow of the Woods
Hole Institute of Oceanography. But they
were not to be heard from.

The same sort of stage-managing pre-
vailed among journalist speakers. Barbara
Pyle, who Is the head of Turner Breadcast-
ing's International Documentary Unit, and
who lists herself in her bio as an “Interna-
tionally recognized environmental activ-
ist.”” appeared on a panel. Many reporters
do not see the rules of objective journalism
as obstacles to social progress. But they
were not to be heard from.

The conference was co-chalred by the
CEOs of ABC, NBC, CBS, Turner Broad-
casting, Time Warner and the Los Angeles
Times, the director of the New York Times
and senior offlcers of other medla institu-

tions {Dow Jones wasn't involved ). Appar-
ently none of these journalistic companies
insisted upon dlversity of opinion.

Several of the alarmist presentations
were persuasive. For example, Susan Solo-
mon of the Natlonal Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration spoke intelligently
on ozone depletion. Edward O. Wilson was
compelllng on “Biological Diversity: The
Extinction Crisls.” But enlightenment was
beside the point. The scientists were lim-
ited to 10 minutes, encugh time to recite a
few familiar facts and sum up with a gran-
diloquent plea for action (if you can't stand
purple prose, don't go_to an environmental
conference ).

Thomas Lovejoy, a tropical biologist
who organized this conference. delivered a
sunmary in which he eloquently encour-
aged the Idea that we are In a planetary
crisls. “The planet is about to break out
with fever, and indeed it may have al-
ready,” he said, "‘and we are the dlsease."
Mr. Lovejay's views are so chlc he is
puffed in the current issue of GQ.

What tc do? George Woocwell, director
of Woods Hole Research Center, argued
that the world must phase out the use of
fossil fuels. Ruth Patrick of the Academy
of Natural Sclences sald that mankind
must dc nothing less than “rethink our
way of life,”” Mr. Lovejoy suggested that
“we should be at war with ourselves and
with our life styles.” The anti-growth con-
tingent also made its presence felt. Mr.
Ehrlich declared, “We've already had too
much economic growth in the United
States. .. . Economic growth in rich coun-
tries ke ours is the disease, not the
cure.”

These sorts of prescriptlons made me
think I should have done something violent
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to the limos that were idling outside the
conference dinner Friday night. Other than
that, the conference offered no construc-
tive prescriptions. Not too many politiclans
are going to go before thelr constituents
and renounce economic growth. —

A number of the people in attendance
have in the past advocated poiitically real-
istic environmental proposals. But none of
them rose to challenge the radicals, not
even Sens. Timothy Wirth (D.. Colo.) and
John Heinz (R., Pa.), who sat as guardian
lions at elther end of the panels.

Here and elsewhere in the environmen-
tal debate, a form of Gresham's Law pre-
vails. Apocalyptic predictions crowd out
skeptical appralsals, Rabble-rousing elo-
quence crowds out measured discussion.
Politically absurd cres for a Reformation
of Human Soclety Intermingle with politi-
cally realistic ideas.

The reporters who become advocates
seem to think they are deing the environ-
ment a favor, but it is hard to see how. Be:
cause there has been so little critical scru-
tiny, the politically mainstream environ-
mentallsts don't feel compelied to separate
themselves from the Greens who think hu-
man progress should have stopped in the
18th century.

Nobody seems to feel compelled to set
some priorities, and declare that X envi-
ronmenta]l problem needs to be addressed
before Y. Much of the political right feels
spooked about envircnmental Issues be
cause It perceives all environmentalism to
be corrupted by sociallst command and
controllers,

Just when it seems someone s about to
get somewhere with intelligent envirom-
mentalism, 10 other people mount podiums
and declare humanity a disease on the
face of the earth.

Mr. Brooks is a Jourmal ediforial

wriler.
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May 10, 2003

The Honorable Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commussioner

Federal Communications Commission J? '2 7 7
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Ms. Abernathy,
OPPOSITION TO RELAXING BROADCAST OWNERSHIP RULES

Current broadcast ownership rules protect an element of American society that
15 so essential to our freedom: the communication of diverse ideas. Please do
not relax the existing rules. Currently, the broadcast media already has too
much strength in controlling information. Over the years, they have shown
their prochvity for keeping opposing viewpoints off the air. I attach an opinion
ptece from the October 5, 1989, Wall Street Journal that reflects that intentional
control even years ago.

Any further relaxation would add monopolistic strength to that idea control.
You have the ability to prevent it. | ask you to please do so.

Sincercly,
_ . /
et Al ’]{ L_; T s hr L (‘j‘,‘;,. }

!

Francis M. Bushnell, Jr.
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Commissioner
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Dear Mr. Adelstein,
OPPOSITION TO RELAXING BROADCAST OWNERSHIP RULES

Current broadcast ownership rules protect an element of American society that
is so essential to our freedom: the communication of diverse ideas. Please do
not relax the existing rules. Currently, the broadcast media already has too
much strength in controlling information. Over the years, they have shown
their proclivity for keeping opposing viewpoints off the air. | attach an opinion
piece from the October 5, 1989, Wall Street Journal that reflects that intentional
control even years ago.

Any further relaxation would add monopolistic strength to that idea control.
You have the ability to prevent it. [ ask you to please do so.

Sincerely, /
“/\’/ua 'I.\Af(;"l ;741 L '5 4/;4(’(‘[/: )
Franicis M. Bushnell, Jr.
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sence of a real money merely caused a
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mies. Now that you have decided to move
toward growth and competitiveness with
the West, opening up market opportunities

In advising the U.S.S.R.”

For one thing, I believe gold and other
commodity-price signals have become
much more important to U.S. policy mak-
Ing In recent years, as we have experi-
enced inflation pains under a floating ex-
change-rate system. Gold, after all, re-
mains the most monetary of all commodi-

expect the Soviet Union could step to the
front of the line in seeking credit at the
lowest possible Interest rate. I would bet
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tal interest rate on earth, Including Ja-
pan’s. As markets galn experience with So-
viet gold-backed bonds, interest on the
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Journalists and Others for Saving the Planet

By Davip Brooks

At a recent envirenmental conference,
Charles Alexander declared, “'as the scl-
ence edltor at Time I would freely admit
that on this issue we have crossed the
boundary from news reporting to advo-
cacy.” After a round of applause from the
gathered journalists and scientists, NBC
qorrespondent Andrea Mitchell told tHe au-~
dience that “'clearly the networks have
made that decision now, where you'd have
to call it advocacy.” ]

At that point Washington Post editor
Benjamin Bradlee chimed in, saying "I
don’t think there's any danger in dolng
what you suggest. There's a mlnor danger
In saying it because as soon as you say,
"To hell with the news. I'm no longer inter-
ested In news, I'm Interested in causes,
you've got a whole kooky constituency to
respond to, which you can waste a lot of
time on.”

Mr. Bradlee Is right. Probably a lot of
""kooks™ belleve In objectlve journalism.
But why shouldn't reporters lose thelr self-
discipline when discussing the environ-
ment? Practically everybody else has.

Somehow the idea has gotten around
that the environment 1sn’t a normal politl-
cal Issue, but a quast-religlous crusade. As
a result, public discussion of the environ-
ment has been about as rigorous as one ex-
pects from a jthad.

The shortcomings of advocacy were
very much in evidence at the recent envi-
renmental conference, sponsored by the
Smithsonian Institution. Held in the origi-
nal museum buildings that celebrate the
achtevements of the Industrial Revolution,
the meeting addressed the tople, “The
Global Environment: Are We Overreact-
Ing?" Every other time I have been to a

conference organized around a question,
there have been speakers on both sides.
But not this time. Through the entire con-
ference, not a single disagreement de-
flected the steady breeze of alarmism.

Perpetual apocalyptics such as Lester
Brown and Paul Ehriich rattled off their
anthems of doom (just as Rolling Stones
rock through the tunes they originated 20
years ago). Speakers and panels moved
briskly on and off the podium: an acid rain
crisis, a toxics crisis, a famine crisis, a
population crists. The result was a smer-
gasbord of apocalypse.

On the subject of global warming, a
frisky environmental policy analyst named
Stephen H. Schneider presented the gloom
and doom side of the global-warming de-
bate. A number of sclentists are more
skeptical about global warming, such as
Hugh W. Ellsaesser of the Livermore Na-
tional Laboratory, Reid Bryson of the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin, Richard Lindzen of
MIT, V. Ramathan of the Universlty of
Chicago and Andrew Solow of the Woods
Hole Institute of Oceanography. But they
were not to be heard from.

The same sort of stage-managing pre-
valled among journalist spezkers. Barbara
Pyle, who is the head of Turner Brcadcast-
Ing's International Documentary Unit, and
who lists herself In her blo as an "“interna-
tionally recognized environmental activ-
Ist,” appeared on a panel. Many reporters
do not see the rules of objective journallsm
as obstacles to soclal progress. But they
were not to be heard from.

The conference was co-chaired by the
CEOs of ABC, NBC, CBS, Turner Broad-
casting, Time Warrier and the Los Angeles
Times, the director of the New York Times
and senlor offlcers of other media {nstitu-

|

tions (Dow Jones wasn't involved ). Appar-
ently none of these journalistic companies
Insisted upon diversity of opinion.

Several of the alarmist presentations
were persuasive, For example, Susan Solo-
mon of the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration spoke Intelligently
on ozone depletion. Edward Q. Wllson was
compelling on "Blologlcal Diversity: The
Extinction Crisis.” But enlightenment was
beside the point. The sclentists were lim-
ited to 10 minutes, enough tlme to recite a
few familiar facts and sum up with a gran-
diloquent plea for action {If you can’t stand
purple proge, don't go to an environmental
conference ).

Thomas Lovejoy, a troplcal blologist
who organized this conference, delivered a
summary in which he eloquently encour-
aged the idea that we are in a planetary
crisis. “The planet is about to break cut
with fever, and indeed it may have al-
ready,"” he said, "and we are the disease."”
Mr. Lovejoy's vlews are so chic he is
puffed in the current issue of GQ.

What to do? George Woodwell, director
of Woods Hole Research Center, argued
that the world must phase out the use of
fossll fuels. Ruth Pairick of the Academy
of Natural Sclences said that mankind
must do nothing less than “rethink our
way of iife.”” Mr. Lovejoy suggested that
"we sheuld be at war with ourselves and
with our life styles."” The anti-growth con-
tingent also made its presence felt. Mr.
Ehrlich declared, '"We've already had too
much economic growth In the Unlted
States. . . . Economle growth in rich coun-
tries like ours Is the disease, not the
cure,”

These sorts of prescriptions made me
think I should have done something violent

Hollywood, You Slay Me

Bv RarrrT H. KNIGHT

who fali in love, innocent folks are once

kick. That's all.
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to the limos that were idling outside the
conference dinner Friday night. Other than
that, the conference offered no construc-
tive prescriptions. Not too many peliticians
are going to go before their constituents
and renounce ecohomic growth.

A number of the people in attendance
have in the past advocated politically real-
Istlc environmental proposals. But none of
them rose to challenge the radicals, not
even Sens. Timothy Wirth (D., Colo.) and
John Heinz (R., Pa.), who sat as guardian
lions at either end of the panels.

Here and elsewhere in the environmen-
tal debate, a form of Gresham's Law pre-
valls. Apocalyptic predictions crowd out
skeptical appralsals. Rabble-rousing elo-
quence crowds out measured discussion,
Politically absurd cries for a Reformation
of Human Soclety intermingle with pollti-
cally realistic ideas.

The reporters who become advocates
seem to think they are doing the environ-
ment a favor, but it is hard to see how. Be-
cause there has bean so little critical scru-
tiny, the politically mainstream environ-
mentalists don't feel compelled to separate
themselves from the Greens who think hu-
man progress should have stopped in the
18th century.

Nobody seems to feel compelled to set
some priorities, and declare that X envi-
ronmental problem needs to be addressed
before Y. Much of the poiitical right feels
spocked about environmental Issues be-
cause it percelves all environmentalism to
be corrupted by soclalist command and
controllers.

Just when it seems somecne is about to
get somewhere with Intelligent environ-
mentalism, 10 other people mount podiums
and declare humanity a disease on the
face of the earth.

——

Mr. Brooks is a Journal editorial

writer.




